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SUMMARY OF TELEPHONIC INTERVIEW 

Sir: 

On September 1, 2009, a telephonic interview was conducted between the 
undersigned and the Examiner, regarding the Advisory Action dated July 20, 2009, and 
the indication in the Advisory Action that the Amendment under 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 dated 
July 2, 2009, would not be entered for purposes of appeal. 

The undersigned disagrees with the Examiner that the § 116 Amendment would 
raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. 

The Examiner maintained the Examiner's position that he will not enter the § 116 
Amendment. 

The undersigned indicated that the § 116 Amendment is not necessary to address 
the issues raised by the Examiner, but rather was submitted merely to remove issues from 
appeal. In view of the fact that the Examiner refused to withdraw the § 1 12, K 2, rejection 
regarding use of "one or more of the structured definitions" in dependent claims 4, 8, 10, 
and 11, the undersigned indicated that the undersigned will argue against the § 112, f 2, 
rejection in the Appeal Brief. 



Summary of Telephonic Interview 



Agreement was reached that the Examiner will withdraw the § 112, f 2, rejection 
regarding use of the phrase "a method as claimed in" in claims 3-5 and 7-11. 
No exhibits or references were discussed. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: September 2. 2009 /Dan C. Hu/ 
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